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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.   Attorney publicly 

reprimanded.   

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    At t or ney Ti mot hy J.  Ri or dan appeal s 

Ref er ee Chr i st i ne Har r i s Tayl or ' s r epor t  r ecommendi ng t he cour t  

publ i c l y r epr i mand At t or ney Ri or dan f or  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  

and i mpose t he cost s of  t he di sc i pl i nar y pr oceedi ng on At t or ney 

Ri or dan.   At t or ney Ri or dan ar gues t hat  t he mat t er  shoul d be 

di smi ssed,  cont endi ng hi s conduct  was j ust i f i ed as a mat t er  of  

const i t ut i onal  r i ght  and r el i gi ous cal l i ng.   
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¶2 On r evi ew,  we adopt  t he r ef er ee' s f act ual  f i ndi ngs and 

concl usi ons of  l aw wi t h r espect  t o t he t wo count s al l eged i n t he 

di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt .   We agr ee t hat  a publ i c r epr i mand i s 

appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne f or  At t or ney Ri or dan' s mi sconduct  and 

or der  t hat  At t or ney Ri or dan pay t he f ul l  cost s of  t hi s 

pr oceedi ng,  whi ch t ot al  $10, 664. 88 as of  Oct ober  22,  2012. 1 

¶3 At t or ney Ri or dan was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw 

i n Wi sconsi n i n 1978.   He pr act i ced i n t he Mi l waukee ar ea.   Hi s 

l i cense has been suspended si nce Oct ober  2012 f or  nonpayment  of  

dues and non- compl i ance wi t h t r ust  account  cer t i f i cat i on 

r equi r ement s.   He has no pr evi ous hi st or y of  at t or ney 

mi sconduct .  

¶4 On Apr i l  29,  2011,  t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on 

( OLR)  f i l ed a t wo- count  di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney 

Ri or dan al l egi ng At t or ney Ri or dan vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 2( a) 2 and 

SCR 40. 153 ( t he at t or ney' s oat h)  whi ch i s enf or ced vi a 

                                                 
1 The OLR does not  seek r est i t ut i on i n t hi s mat t er .  

2 SCR 20: 8. 2( a)  st at es:    

 A l awyer  shal l  not  make a st at ement  t hat  t he 
l awyer  knows t o be f al se or  wi t h r eckl ess di sr egar d as 
t o i t s t r ut h or  f al s i t y concer ni ng t he qual i f i cat i ons 
or  i nt egr i t y of  a j udge,  adj udi cat or y of f i cer  or  
publ i c l egal  of f i cer ,  or  of  a candi dat e f or  el ect i on 
or  appoi nt ment  t o j udi c i al  or  l egal  of f i ce.  

3 SCR 40. 15 st at es,  i n per t i nent  par t :  At t or ney' s oat h.   

 The oat h or  af f i r mat i on t o be t aken t o qual i f y 
f or  admi ssi on t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw shal l  be i n 
subst ant i al l y  t he f ol l owi ng f or m:   .  .  .   
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SCR 20: 8. 4( g) . 4  The char ges st em f r om mul t i pl e st at ement s he 

made t o and about  a c i r cui t  cour t  j udge who deni ed a 

guar di anshi p pr oceedi ng f i l ed by At t or ney Ri or dan.   

¶5 The par t i es ent er ed i nt o a st i pul at i on wher ei n 

At t or ney Ri or dan admi t t ed he made t he st at ement s t hat  f or m t he 

basi s of  t he OLR' s compl ai nt .   The r ef er ee conduct ed an 

evi dent i ar y hear i ng on Januar y 13 and 17,  2012.   Fol l owi ng t he 

hear i ng,  At t or ney Ri or dan was per mi t t ed t o submi t  evi dence of  

good char act er  and f i l ed a post - hear i ng mot i on t o di smi ss.   On 

May 25,  2012,  t he r ef er ee i ssued a r epor t  and r ecommendat i on 

denyi ng t he post - hear i ng mot i on,  concl udi ng At t or ney Ri or dan 

commi t t ed t he al l eged mi sconduct ,  and r ecommendi ng a publ i c 

r epr i mand and t he i mposi t i on of  cost s.   At t or ney Ri or dan 

appeal s.   

¶6 At t or ney Ri or dan' s undi sput ed st at ement s t o t he t r i al  

cour t  wer e made i n t he cont ext  of  a guar di anshi p pr oceedi ng 

i nvol v i ng A. C.   At t or ney Ri or dan and hi s wi f e have been i nvol ved 

wi t h t he car e of  A. C. ,  a di sabl ed war  vet er an who now suf f er s 

f r om dement i a,  si nce t he mi d- 1980s.   Fr om t he mi d- 1980s unt i l  

appr oxi mat el y 2001,  A. C.  r esi ded i n a super vi sed r oom and boar d 

                                                                                                                                                             
 I  wi l l  mai nt ai n t he r espect  due t o cour t s of  
j ust i ce and j udi c i al  of f i cer s;  .  .  .   

 I  wi l l  abst ai n f r om al l  of f ensi ve per sonal i t y and 
advance no f act  pr ej udi c i al  t o t he honor  or  r eput at i on 
of  a par t y or  wi t ness,  unl ess r equi r ed by t he j ust i ce 
of  t he cause wi t h whi ch I  am char ged;  .  .  .  .  

4 SCR 20: 8. 4( g)  says i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 
l awyer  t o " v i ol at e t he at t or ney' s oat h;  .  .  .  . "  
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apar t ment  owned by t he Ri or dans.   Begi nni ng i n appr oxi mat el y 

1985,  Nor t h Cent r al  Tr ust  Company ser ved as guar di an of  A. C. ' s 

est at e,  whi ch at  one poi nt  exceeded $475, 000.   A. C.  di d not  have 

a guar di an f or  hi s per son unt i l  2001.   

¶7 I n 2001 Mi l waukee Count y pet i t i oned f or  appoi nt ment  of  

a guar di an f or  A. C.  and,  on Oct ober  31,  2001,  a c i r cui t  cour t  

j udge f ound A. C.  i ncompet ent  and appoi nt ed Ki ndcar e as guar di an 

of  hi s per son.   Ar ound t hi s t i me,  A. C.  moved f r om Ri or dans'  

super vi sed apar t ment  i nt o t he Ri or dan f ami l y home wher e he was 

car ed f or  by t he Ri or dans.   

¶8 I n Apr i l  2007 t he Ri or dans pet i t i oned t o become 

guar di ans of  A. C. ' s per son.   At  t he t i me t he pet i t i on was f i l ed,  

however ,  t her e wer e t hr ee pendi ng unsat i sf i ed t ax del i nquenci es 

agai nst  t he Ri or dans t ot al i ng $25, 000.   On May 31,  2007,  t wo 

days af t er  a j udgment  of  f or ecl osur e was f i l ed agai nst  t hem,  t he 

Ri or dans amended t hei r  pet i t i on t o seek t er mi nat i on of  t he 

guar di anshi p over  A. C. ' s est at e on t he gr ound t hat  he was no 

l onger  i ncompet ent .   The Ri or dans sought  t he di schar ge of  

Ki ndcar e as guar di an of  A. C. ' s per son and t he di schar ge of  Nor t h 

Cent r al  Tr ust  Company as t he guar di an of  hi s est at e,  nomi nat i ng 

t hemsel ves as guar di ans of  hi s per son and est at e i nst ead.   The 

Ri or dans al so r equest ed t he cour t  det er mi ne t hat  A. C.  be 

ent i t l ed t o execut e a wi l l  and power s of  at t or ney,  and t hat  he 

be deemed capabl e of  managi ng hi s f i nanci al  af f ai r s.  

¶9 I n November  2007 t he cour t  di schar ged Ki ndcar e and 

appoi nt ed Suppor t i ve Communi t y Ser vi ces ( SCS)  as guar di an of  

A. C. ' s per son.   The cour t  conduct ed a t r i al  on t he Ri or dans'  
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pet i t i on on Januar y 23 and 30,  2008,  t he Honor abl e Mi chael  J.  

Dwyer ,  pr esi di ng.   

¶10 On Febr uar y 15,  2008,  Judge Dwyer  ent er ed an or der  i n 

t he mat t er .   The ci r cui t  cour t  char act er i zed t he car e t he 

Ri or dans pr ovi ded f or  A. C.  as " t op not ch, "  but  not ed t hey di d 

not  consi der  t hat  A. C.  was i ncompet ent  wi t h a compr omi sed 

capaci t y t o make deci s i ons.   The cour t  deemed t he Ri or dans'  

r el i ance on A. C. ' s i ncome t o be a ser i ous conf l i c t  of  i nt er est  

and deni ed t hei r  pet i t i on.   The cour t  gr ant ed t he Ri or dans'  

r equest  f or  back pay f or  ser vi ces i n t he amount  of  $2, 000 per  

mont h f r om Febr uar y 2006 t hr ough Januar y 2008 and or der ed 

pr ospect i ve f ees t o t he Ri or dans f or  car e gi v i ng.  

¶11 Consi der i ng t hese and ot her  f act or s,  t he cour t  

cont i nued Nor t h Cent r al  Tr ust  Company' s appoi nt ment  as guar di an 

of  A. C. ' s est at e and SCS' s appoi nt ment  as guar di an of  A. C. ' s 

per son.   The or der  gr ant ed SCS di scr et i on t o r emove A. C.  f r om 

t he Ri or dans'  home wi t h adequat e not i ce.    

¶12 The Ri or dans,  who appar ent l y assumed Judge Dwyer  woul d 

be sympat het i c t o t hei r  ef f or t s t o keep A. C.  i n t hei r  home,  wer e 

unhappy wi t h t he cour t ' s  r ul i ng.   At t or ney Ri or dan f i l ed mot i ons 

seeki ng subst i t ut i on of  Judge Dwyer ,  seeki ng agai n t o subst i t ut e 

t he guar di an of  A. C. ' s per son and seeki ng Judge Dwyer ' s r ecusal  

f r om t he case.   On Mar ch 5,  2008,  Judge Dwyer  deni ed sever al  of  

t he Ri or dans'  pendi ng mot i ons.   Dur i ng t hat  hear i ng At t or ney 

Ri or dan st at ed i n open cour t  t hat ,  " I  don' t  r eal l y know whet her  

or  not  t he Cour t  i s  bi ased .  .  .  .   And I  can onl y r espond as a 
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per son wi t h,  as t he f amous sayi ng,  you have r abbi t s i n your  hat ,  

you pul l  t hem out  i n t he cour t . ”   

¶13 The escal at i ng r het or i c i n subsequent  cour t  f i l i ngs,  

as wel l  as st at ement s made by At t or ney Ri or dan dur i ng t he OLR' s 

i nvest i gat i on of  t hi s mat t er ,  f or m t he basi s of  t he di sci pl i nar y 

compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Ri or dan.   At t or ney Ri or dan was 

cr i t i cal  of  Judge Dwyer ,  i mpugni ng Judge Dwyer ' s r ul i ng,  hi s  

i mpar t i al i t y ,  and hi s j udi c i al  qual i f i cat i ons.   

¶14 Shor t l y af t er  t he Mar ch 5 hear i ng,  SCS not i f i ed t he 

Ri or dans of  i t s  i nt ent  t o r emove A. C.  f r om t hei r  home on 

Apr i l  24,  2008.   On Mar ch 11,  2008,  At t or ney Ri or dan f i l ed a 

not i ce of  appeal  and unsuccessf ul l y moved t he cour t  of  appeal s 

f or  a st ay of  A. C. ' s r emoval  f r om t hei r  home.   On Mar ch 24,  

2008,  SCS sought  t o r emove A. C.  f r om t he Ri or dans'  home.   The 

Ri or dans r ef used t o compl y wi t h SCS' s r equest  t o t ur n over  A. C.  

because t he not i ce SCS pr evi ousl y pr ovi ded i ndi cat ed a r emoval  

dat e of  Apr i l  24,  2008.   

¶15 SCS i ssued a second not i ce of  i nt ent  t o r emove A. C.  on 

a new dat e.   When SCS ar r i ved t o r emove A. C.  f r om t he Ri or dans'  

home on t hat  dat e,  i t  di scover ed a not e aut hor ed by At t or ney 

Ri or dan st at i ng hi s wi f e had t aken A. C.  t o an undi scl osed 

l ocat i on i n an ef f or t  t o pr event  hi s r emoval  f r om t hei r  home.   

SCS br ought  a mot i on t o hol d At t or ney Ri or dan' s wi f e i n cont empt  

as a r esul t  of  her  act i ons i n conceal i ng A. C. ' s wher eabout s.   A 

hear i ng was conduct ed on SCS' s mot i on on Apr i l  7,  2008,  and on 

Apr i l  11,  2008,  Judge Dwyer  f ound At t or ney Ri or dan' s wi f e i n 

cont empt  and or der ed,  among ot her  t hi ngs,  a wr i t  of  body 
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at t achment  and a sanct i on of  $150 per  day f or  each day she 

r emai ned i n cont empt  of  cour t .   

¶16 On Apr i l  18,  2008,  Judge Dwyer  hel d a hear i ng t o 

f ur t her  consi der  SCS' s mot i on t o hol d At t or ney Ri or dan' s wi f e i n 

cont empt  and t he Ri or dans'  mot i on t o det er mi ne t he condi t i on of  

A. C. ,  t o t ake A. C.  away on unsuper vi sed vi s i t s,  and t o 

r econsi der  t he cour t ' s  pr i or  deci s i ons i n t he mat t er .   

¶17 On Apr i l  25,  2008,  At t or ney Ri or dan f i l ed a " Mot i on & 

Obj ect i ons f or  t he Recor d t o Consi der  on t he Saf et y of  [ A. C. ]  

and [ A. C. ' s]  Rel at i onshi p t o t he Ri or dan' s [ s i c]  Rel at ed t o t he 

Cour t ' s  Or der  of  Apr i l  18,  2008. "    

¶18 On May 7,  2008,  At t or ney Ri or dan f i l ed " Mot i ons & 

Obj ect i ons f or  t he Recor d Rel at ed t o Bot h t he Dr af t  of  t he Or der  

f or  Apr i l  18t h,  2008 & Advocacy Counsel ' s Repor t  t o t he Cour t  as 

Rel at ed t o [ A. C. ' s]  Wel l bei ng. "    

¶19 On May 30,  2008,  At t or ney Ri or dan f i l ed " Amended 

Obj ect i ons and Mot i ons Rel at ed t o t he Deci s i on & Or der s f r om 

Apr i l  18t h,  2008 Hear i ng. "   Al so on t hat  dat e At t or ney Ri or dan 

sent  a l et t er  t o At t or ney Pamel a Cr awf or d,  Advocacy Counsel  f or  

A. C. ,  whi ch st at ed i n par t  t hat  " i t  has become appar ent  t he 

r i ght s of  t hose under  guar di anshi p ar e not  bei ng f ought  f or  or  

pr ot ect ed due t o f i nanci al ,  r ef er r al ,  or  pol i t i cal  t i es t o t he 

Cour t  al l  of  whi ch can be mani pul at ed by t he Cour t . "   I n a 

deci s i on and or der  i ssued May 13,  2008,  Judge Dwyer  r esci nded 

hi s pr i or  cont empt  or der  agai nst  At t or ney Ri or dan' s wi f e and 

deni ed t he pendi ng mot i ons f i l ed by At t or ney Ri or dan.   



No.  2011AP984- D   

 

8 
 

¶20 At t or ney Ri or dan' s f i l i ngs cont ai n i ncr easi ngl y 

negat i ve r het or i c about  Judge Dwyer .   For  exampl e,  i n t he 

pl eadi ng f i l ed Apr i l  25,  2008,  At t or ney Ri or dan st at ed,  i n par t :  

•  " [ T] he Cour t  has made er r or s of  l aw and uses i t s  
hear i ngs t o ' s t age t he appear ance of  due pr ocess'  
whi l e i t  v i ol at es t he Feder al  const i t ut i on,  due 
pr ocess,  and Chapt er  54 r i ght s .  .  .  . "   

•  " The evi dence pr esent ed by t he Ri or dans f or  t he 
r ecor d i s mi sused by a Cour t  act i ng wi t h bi as and 
pr ej udi ce.   Based on t he evi dence submi t t ed t o 
t hi s Cour t  and i t s r esponse t o t he evi dence,  t he 
Ri or dans have concl uded t hat  t he Cour t  act s on 
t he r ecor d t o cover - up i t s own i nvol vement  i n 
v i ol at i ng [ A. C. ' s]  and t he Ri or dans'  r i ght s.   
Thi s i s necessar y because t he Cour t  uses peopl e 
as pr oper t y f or  exchange t o uphol d a syst em of  
i nst i t ut i ons and agenci es t hat  st eal  peopl e f r om 
f ami l i es t o meet  t hei r  budget s and payr ol l s. "   

•  " The Cour t  act s f or  i t s  [ own i nt er est ) ,  i t s  
per sonal  pol i t i cal  v i ew,  and i t s own pr ej udi ces 
of  what  t he l aw shoul d be wi t hout  r egar d t o t he 
l aw .  .  .  . "   

•  " [ T] hese Cour t  and agency act i ons ar e f or mi ng an 
i r r ever si bl e wound i n t he mi nor i t i es i n t hi s 
communi t y t hat  do cause a depr essi on of  spi r i t  
and coul d l ead t o ' v i ol ence'  as t hey r eal i ze t he 
coer ci on and wr ongf ul ness i n whi ch t he Cour t  i s 
i nvol ved. "   

•  " [ T] hi s abuse of  power  by t he Cour t  af f i r ms t o 
t he mi nor i t y communi t y t hat  t hey ar e st i l l  pi eces 
of  pr oper t y f or  exchange on t he auct i on bl ock of  
Mi l waukee Count y ' s i nj ust i ce. "   

•  " The Cour t  has i sol at ed [ A. C. ]  and t he har m t hat  
bef al l s [ A. C. ]  i s  t he Cour t ' s  doi ng t hat  cannot  
be er ased by any ' Pont i us Pi l ot '  hand washi ng. "   

•  " The Cour t  t r eat s [ A. C. ]  as pr oper t y and hi s  
r i ght s as somet hi ng t o set  asi de so t he Cour t  can 
emot i onal l y and per sonal l y abuse [ A. C. ]  and 
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Ri or dans as document ed i n t he medi cal  i nf or mat i on 
and evi dence gi ven t o t he Cour t . "   

•  " Tr agi cal l y,  t he Cour t  ' i ndul ges'  i t sel f  i n t he 
har mi ng of  [ A. C. ]  because he i s t he best  exampl e 
of  t he wr ongf ul ness of  t he Cour t ' s  pr ej udi ces and 
bi as i n t hi s ar ea of  guar di anshi ps and ment al  
heal t h.   Her e t he Cour t  i s  wi l l i ng t o set  asi de 
t he l aw t hat  was meant  t o pr ot ect  [ A. C. ]  because 
of  t he Cour t ' s  vei l ed at t empt  t o cover - up al l  
t hose i t  has har med,  l i ke [ A. C. ] ,  i n t he past  
wi t h i t s bi ases and pr ej udi ces. "   

•  " [ A. C. ]  i s  har med because t her e never  was due 
pr ocess i n t hi s case,  onl y a Cour t  or chest r at i ng 
a st aged per f or mance f or  t he publ i c as i t  
act i vel y i s i nvol ved i n denyi ng t he r i ght s of  
ot her s,  af f i r mi ng i t s di sagr eement  wi t h Chapt er  
54,  and seeki ng t o secur e r eel ect i on i n t he 
f ut ur e as i t  ' s t ages'  a due pr ocess hear i ng and 
uses t he r ecor d t o make i t  l ook as i f  i t s  
i nj ust i ce i s j ust i ce. "   

•  " [ The Cour t ]  uses [ A. C. ]  as pi ece of  pr oper t y 
sol d on t he auct i on bl ock t o an agency' s sel f  
i nt er est s and pr of i t . "   

¶21 I n a pl eadi ng f i l ed May 7,  2008,  At t or ney Ri or dan 

wr ot e t hat  " [ e] ver y mi sr epr esent at i on by [ SCS]  t hen must  be 

consi der ed as t he Cour t ' s  i nt ended cover  up of  t he wr ongf ul  act s 

t he Cour t  knowi ngl y per mi t s and advocat es t hr ough i t s pol i t i cal  

al l i es .  .  .  . "  

¶22 I n t he pl eadi ngs and l et t er  wr i t t en May 30,  2008,  

At t or ney Ri or dan wr ot e:  

•  " [ T] he Cour t  i s  t r agi cal l y i nvol ved i n i ssui ng 
or der s whi ch show i t s i nt ent  upon di r ect i ng t he 
out come i n a case wher e i t s  bi as and pr ej udi ces 
and i nabi l i t y  t o f ai r l y  admi ni st er  j ust i ce have 
l ed t o Feder al  and St at e Const i t ut i onal  
v i ol at i ons,  mi si nt er pr et at i ons and appl i cat i ons 
of  chapt er  54,  appoi nt ment s of  a cor por at e 



No.  2011AP984- D   

 

10 
 

guar di an who t he cour t  knows vi ol at es t he r i ght s  
and wel l - bei ng and i nt er est s of  [ A. C. ] "  

•  " [ T] he Cour t  i s  execut i ng i t s own pol i t i cal  and 
per sonal  agenda,  not  chapt er  54. "   

•  " [ I ] t  has become appar ent  t he r i ght s of  t hose 
under  guar di anshi p ar e not  bei ng f ought  f or  or  
pr ot ect ed due t o f i nanci al ,  r ef er r al ,  or  
pol i t i cal  t i es t o t he Cour t  al l  of  whi ch can be 
mani pul at ed by t he Cour t . "   

¶23 I n a br i ef  t o t he Wi sconsi n Cour t  of  Appeal s  f i l ed 

Jul y 25,  2008,  At t or ney Ri or dan wr ot e:  

•  " When t he cour t  appoi nt ed SCS r ecommended a CBRF 
as i t s i ni t i al  r epor t  as SCS di d,  t hi s i s a 
choi ce by a j udge who set s out  t o v i ol at e Ch.  54 
r i ght s and r equi r ement s. "   

•  " Rel y i ng on t he cour t  t o i mpl ement  Ch.  54,  t he 
Ri or dans i nst ead exper i enced a c i v i l  cour t ' s  gut  
wr enchi ng ' k i dnappi ng'  of  a per son .  .  .  . "  

•  " Judge Dwyer  r i gged t hi s case and used [ A. C. ]  as 
pr oper t y. "   

•  " [ B] ased upon t he Cour t ' s  deci s i on and act i ons,  
t he Ri or dans concl uded Judge Mi chael  Dwyer  was 
bi ased and pr ej udi ced .  .  .  . "  

•  " The Ri or dans onl y r ecogni zed t he j udge' s bi as i n 
Judge Dwyer ' s f i ndi ng i gnor i ng t he evi dence t hat  
suppor t ed [ A. C. ]  bei ng wi t h t he Ri or dans and hi s  
choi ce of  SCS. "   

•  " [ T] he Cour t  has made er r or s of  l aw and uses i t s  
hear i ng t o ' s t age t he appear ance of  due pr ocess'  
whi l e i t  v i ol at es t he Feder al  Const i t ut i on,  due 
pr ocess,  and Chapt er  54 r i ght s .  .  .  . "   

¶24 On August  1,  2008,  dur i ng t he OLR' s i nvest i gat i on,  

At t or ney Ri or dan st at ed:   

•  " On t he per sonal  l evel ,  i t  a known f act  
husband[ s]  k i l l  t hei r  pr egnant  spouses t oo of t en 
t o want  t o di scuss i t ,  but  document ar i es 
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exami ni ng t hese mur der s do st udy t hi s pr obl em.   
The f ear s and pr obl ems men have of  not  bei ng abl e 
t o have t he l i f e t hey want ed wi t h t hei r  wi f e ar e 
r eal  and do exi st .   I n Judge M. J.  Dwyer ' s case 
t her e i s no expl anat i on gi ven by anyone f or  how 
i t  i s  t hat  he i s abl e t o i nt er f er e wi t h and har m 
t he gr eat est  t r easur e i n t he l i ves of  t hose who 
t hr i ve on car i ng f or  t hose l i ke [ A. C. ] "   

•  " The naï ve bel i ef  t hat  [ t he Ri or dans]  had about  
Judge M. J.  Dwyer  ended wi t h hi s f i ndi ngs and 
deci s i on of  Januar y 30t h 2008. "   

•  " I t  i s  i n t he cour t  or der s t hat  t he r eal  
par t i al i t y  and bi ased pl an of  j udge [ s i c]  was 
exposed. "   

¶25 On August  5,  2008,  At t or ney Ri or dan st at ed t o t he OLR,  

" [ Judge Dwyer ]  was di r ect i ng cases t o SCS wi t hout  r egar d t o 

ot her  opt i ons and wi t h a bi as and pr ej udi ce t hat  was pl ai nl y 

v i s i bl e t o t he Ri or dans. "   

¶26 The r ef er ee concl uded t hat  t he OLR est abl i shed by 

c l ear  and convi nci ng evi dence t hat  At t or ney Ri or dan' s st at ement s 

wer e f al se when made or  wer e made wi t h r eckl ess di sr egar d f or  

t he t r ut h.   The r ef er ee speci f i cal l y r ej ect ed At t or ney Ri or dan' s 

asser t i on t hat  hi s conduct  was i mmuni zed and hi s speech 

pr ot ect ed under  t he Fi r st  Amendment .   

¶27 On appeal ,  At t or ney Ri or dan does not  di sput e t hat  he 

made t hese st at ement s.   He asser t s,  however ,  t hat  t he case 

shoul d be di smi ssed,  cont endi ng hi s st at ement s and act i ons ar e 

pr ot ect ed by t he Fi r st  Amendment  consi der at i ons because t hey 
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st em f r om a si ncer e bel i ef  t hat  At t or ney Ri or dan i s f ol l owi ng 

t he wi l l  of  God i n pur sui ng A. C. ' s guar di anshi p. 5  

¶28 A r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  wi l l  be af f i r med unl ess 

t hey ar e c l ear l y er r oneous.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  I ngl i mo,  2007 WI  126,  ¶5,  305 Wi s.  2d 71,  740 

N. W. 2d 125.   A r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  ar e ent wi ned wi t h 

cr edi bi l i t y  det er mi nat i ons.   See,  e. g. ,  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Char l t on,  174 Wi s.  2d 844,  498 N. W. 2d 380 

( 1993) .   The r ef er ee i s t he ul t i mat e ar bi t er  of  wi t ness 

cr edi bi l i t y .   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y  Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Pump,  120 

Wi s.  2d 422,  355 N. W. 2d 248 ( 1984) .   Concl usi ons of  l aw ar e 

r evi ewed de novo.   I ngl i mo,  305 Wi s.  2d 71,  ¶5.  

¶29 At t or ney Ri or dan' s st at ement s by and about  Judge Dwyer  

v i ol at e SCR 20: 8. 2( a) .   A l awyer  v i ol at es t he r ul es of  

pr of essi onal  conduct  i f  he or  she makes a st at ement  concer ni ng 

t he qual i f i cat i ons or  i nt egr i t y of  a j udge t hat  t he l awyer  knows 

t o be f al se,  or  makes t he st at ement  wi t h r eckl ess di sr egar d as 

t o i t s t r ut h or  f al s i t y.   SCR 20: 8. 2( a) .   

¶30 At t or ney Ri or dan' s st at ement s ar e compar abl e t o t hose 

of  ot her  at t or neys deemed t o have vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 2( a) .   I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Conway, 174 Wi s.  2d 832,  498 

N. W. 2d 393 ( 1993) ,  we concl uded t hat  At t or ney Conway vi ol at ed 

SCR 20: 8. 2( a)  when he,  among ot her  t hi ngs,  wr ot e a l et t er  t o t he 

                                                 
5 At t or ney Ri or dan f i l ed a post - t r i al  mot i on seeki ng r el i ef  

based,  i nt er  al i a,  on t he cl ai m t hat  t he gr i evant  f ai l ed t o 
pr ovi de t he OLR wi t h al l egedl y excul pat or y i nf or mat i on.   
At t or ney Ri or dan does not  pur sue t hi s ar gument  on appeal .  
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guar di an ad l i t em i n a pat er ni t y case,  c l ai mi ng t hat  t he 

guar di an ad l i t em " seem[ ed]  t o have t he j udge i n [ hi s]  hi p 

pocket "  and t hat  " t he guar di an and t he j udge shoul d ' qui t  

[ t hei r ]  vendet t a'  agai nst  hi s c l i ent . "   At t or ney Conway al so 

f i l ed an af f i davi t  al l egi ng t hat  t he cour t  was i nt ent  t o " nai l "  

hi s c l i ent .   Fur t her ,  i n var i ous appel l at e f i l i ngs,  At t or ney 

Conway st at ed t hat  t he t r i al  j udge was i ncompet ent ,  " wasn' t  t he 

l east  bi t  i nt er est ed i n t he chi l d, "  and was out  f or  r evenge 

agai nst  t he chi l d' s mot her ;  he compar ed t he Rock Count y cour t  

syst em t o " Nazi  Ger many r evi s i t ed, "  and st at ed t hat  t he t r i al  

j udge " r educed [ t he chi l d' s]  mot her  t o a pr ost i t ut e subj ect  t o 

t he pi mpous [ s i c]  act s of  t he t r i al  cour t . "  

¶31 At t or ney Sar a Lee Johann vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 2( a)  wi t hi n 

t he cont ext  of  a pat er ni t y act i on br ought  agai nst  her  by t he 

f at her  of  t he chi l d t hey had t oget her  when she wr ot e a l et t er  t o 

t he f ami l y cour t  commi ssi oner ,  t wo ci r cui t  j udges,  and t he cl er k 

of  cour t  asser t i ng t hat  t he j udges had engaged i n " bi ased,  

del i ber at e,  i l l egal ,  mal i c i ous,  knowi ng,  and f r audul ent  

i nt er f er ence"  wi t h her  cust ody of  her  chi l d.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Johann, 216 Wi s.  2d 118,  120,  574 N. W. 2d 218 

( 1998) .   At t or ney Johann al so asser t ed t hat  t he j udges had 

engaged i n i l l egal  mal i c i ous dest r uct i on of  her  l i f e and t hat  

t hey had engaged i n " hat e- based"  deci s i ons agai nst  her .   I d.   

See al so Publ i c Repr i mand of  Ti m Osi cka,  No.  2002- 2 (concl udi ng 

At t or ney Osi cka vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 2( a)  when he f al sel y c l ai med 

i n an appel l at e br i ef  t hat  t he l ower  cour t  j udge had conduct ed 

an ex par t e hear i ng,  wr ot e t hat  he had " l i t t l e r egar d"  f or  t he 
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pr esi di ng j udge,  and char act er i zed t he j udge' s  deni al  of  a 

cont i nuance as " out r ageous"  and " made under  c i r cumst ances wher e 

At t i l a t he Hun woul d have been gr ant ed a cont i nuance" ) .    

¶32 At t or ney Ri or dan' s subj ect i ve bel i ef  t hat  hi s 

st at ement s about  Judge Dwyer  and t he guar di anshi p pr oceedi ng 

wer e appr opr i at e and necessar y based upon hi s r el i gi ous bel i ef s 

and spi r i t ual  exper i ences does not  r el i eve hi m of  t he obl i gat i on 

t o demonst r at e a f act ual  basi s f or  hi s comment s t o t he cour t .   

See,  e. g. ,  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Sommer s,  2012 

WI  33,  339 Wi s.  2d 580,  811 N. W. 2d 387 ( r ul i ng At t or ney Sommer s 

v i ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 2( a)  wi t h st at ement s i mpugni ng t he i nt egr i t y 

of  t he cour t  not wi t hst andi ng hi s avowal  t hat  he made t he 

st at ement s i n " good f ai t h"  because t he r ecor d was devoi d of  

cr edi bl e evi dence t o suppor t  t he chal l enges t o t he t r i al  cour t ' s 

cr edi bi l i t y) ;  see al so Mi ss.  Bar  v.  Lumumba, 912 So.  2d 871,  886 

( Mi ss. ) .  cer t .  deni ed,  126 S.  Ct .  363 ( 2005)  ( l awyer  had no 

" obj ect i vel y r easonabl e f act ual  basi s"  f or  maki ng st at ement s 

i mpugni ng j udge' s i nt egr i t y and qual i f i cat i ons) ;  I n r e Nat han,  

671 N. W. 2d 578,  584 ( Mi nn.  2003)  ( " Mer el y c l oaki ng an asser t i on 

of  f act  as an opi ni on does not  gi ve t hat  asser t i on 

const i t ut i onal  pr ot ect i on" ) ;  I n r e Gr aham, 453 N. W. 2d 313 ( Mi nn.  

1990)  ( pr oper  st andar d i n l awyer  di sci pl i ne cases i s obj ect i ve 

i nqui r y i nt o what  a r easonabl e l awyer ,  consi der ed i n l i ght  of  

al l  hi s or  her  pr of essi onal  f unct i ons,  woul d do i n t he same or  

s i mi l ar  c i r cumst ances) ;  I n r e Wi l k i ns,  777 N. E. 2d 714 ( I nd.  

2002)  ( pur el y subj ect i ve st andar d i n at t or ney speech di sci pl i ne 

cases i s i nappr opr i at e gi ven publ i c i nt er est  i n pr ot ect i ng 



No.  2011AP984- D   

 

15 
 

admi ni st r at i on of  j ust i ce) ;  Of f i ce of  Di sci pl i nar y Counsel  v.  

Pr i ce,  732 A. 2d 599 ( Pa.  1999)  ( l awyer  r el i ed upon r umor s,  

i nnuendo,  and hi s own per cept i ons i nst ead of  conduct i ng 

r easonabl y di l i gent  i nqui r y) .   

¶33 Her e,  t he r ef er ee f ound,  and we agr ee,  t hat  At t or ney 

Ri or dan f ai l ed t o ar t i cul at e any r easonabl y obj ect i ve f act ual  

basi s f or  t he st at ement s he made concer ni ng Judge Dwyer .   See I n 

r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Pangman, 216 Wi s.  2d 440,  

574 N. W. 2d 232 ( 1998)  ( r ul i ng t hat  f ai l ur e dur i ng t he 

di sci pl i nar y hear i ng t o pr ovi de a f act ual  basi s f or  di spar agi ng 

cl ai m about  a j udge was not  pr oof  At t or ney Pangman knew t he 

cl ai m was f al se,  but  suppor t ed t he cl ai m t hat  i t  was made i n 

" r eckl ess di sr egar d"  of  i t s  t r ut h or  f al s i t y) .   

¶34 We concl ude f ur t her  t hat  At t or ney Ri or dan' s st at ement s 

concer ni ng Judge Dwyer  v i ol at ed SCR 40. 15 ( t he at t or ney' s oat h) ,  

enf or ced vi a SCR 20: 8. 4( g) .   The Rul es of  Pr of essi onal  Conduct  

f or  At t or neys,  SCR Chapt er  20,  cont ai ns a pr eambl e of  a l awyer ' s 

r esponsi bi l i t i es whi ch st at es,  i n par t ,  as f ol l ows:   " A l awyer  

shoul d demonst r at e r espect  f or  t he l egal  syst em and f or  t hose 

who ser ve i t ,  i ncl udi ng j udges,  ot her  l awyer s and publ i c 

of f i c i al s. "   I n St at e v.  Ei senber g, 48 Wi s.  2d 364,  380–81,  180 

N. W. 2d 529 ( 1970) ,  we sai d:  

 Li cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e i s gr ant ed 
on i mpl i ed under st andi ng t hat  an at t or ney shal l  at  al l  
t i mes demean hi msel f  i n pr oper  manner  and r ef r ai n f r om 
such pr act i ces whi ch br i ng di sr eput e upon hi msel f ,  t he 
pr of essi on and t he cour t s.   Thi s i mpl i ed under st andi ng 
i s al so af f i r med by t he oat h t aken by t he at t or ney on 
admi ssi on t o pr act i ce.  
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¶35 At t or ney Ri or dan' s st at ement s f al l  shor t  of  hi s 

et hi cal  obl i gat i on t o mai nt ai n t he r espect  due t o cour t s and 

j udi c i al  of f i cer s.   The r ecor d evi dence suppor t s t he r ef er ee' s 

concl usi on t hat  At t or ney Ri or dan' s comment s concer ni ng Judge 

Dwyer  v i ol at ed t he At t or ney' s Oat h cont r ar y t o SCR 20: 8. 4( g) .  

¶36 At t or ney Ri or dan asser t s t hat  hi s s i ncer e r el i gi ous 

convi ct i on and bel i ef  t hat  he i s  f ol l owi ng God' s  wi l l  i mmuni zes 

hi s conduct  f r om pr osecut i on f or  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   He 

bel i eves t hat  he and hi s wi f e " ar e exper i enci ng an ongoi ng 

spi r i t ual  and r el i gi ous pr ophet i c exper i ence"  and t hat  God 

" expect s hi m t o hel p t hose who can f al l  under  guar di anshi p. "  

¶37 The r ef er ee r ecogni zed,  and we wi l l  not  quest i on,  

At t or ney Ri or dan' s s i ncer e r el i gi ous f ai t h,  but  t he Fi r st  

Amendment  does not  pr ot ect  al l  s t at ement s made by at t or neys.   

Our  t ask i s t o eval uat e whet her  t he st at ement s upon whi ch t he 

char ges ar e based wer e ei t her  f al se,  or  made i n r eckl ess 

di sr egar d of  t he t r ut h.  

¶38 Her e,  t he r ef er ee consi der ed t he r ecor d evi dence and 

pr oper l y det er mi ned t hat  At t or ney Ri or dan' s st at ement s about  

Judge Dwyer  ar e not  const i t ut i onal l y pr ot ect ed.   Fal se 

st at ement s made knowi ngl y,  or  wi t h r eckl ess di sr egar d f or  t he 

t r ut h,  ar e not  const i t ut i onal l y pr ot ect ed.   See Gar r i son v.  

Loui s i ana,  379 U. S.  64 ( 1964)  ( di st r i ct  at t or ney' s st at ement  

t hat  st at e cour t  j udges wer e l azy and i nef f i c i ent  i s  pr ot ect ed 

speech unl ess made wi t h knowl edge of  f al s i t y or  wi t h r eckl ess 

di sr egar d of  t he t r ut h) ;  I n r e Gr een,  11 P. 3d 1078 ( Col o.  en 

banc,  2000)  ( at t or ney di sci pl i ne under  Rul e 8. 2( a)  f or  cr i t i c i sm 
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of  j udge i s const i t ut i onal l y per mi ssi bl e onl y i f  di sci pl i nar y 

aut hor i t y pr oves st at ement  was f al se,  or  i nvol ved an opi ni on 

t hat  i mpl i ed an undi scl osed st at ement  of  f act ,  t hat  t he speaker  

knew t o be f al se when made or  was made wi t h r eckl ess di sr egar d 

as t o i t s f al s i t y) ;  see al so,  Rest at ement  ( Thi r d)  of  t he Law 

Gover ni ng Lawyer s § 114 ( 2000)  ( pr ohi bi t i ng f al se st at ement s 

made knowi ngl y or  r eckl essl y) .   At t or ney Ri or dan f ai l ed t o 

demonst r at e t hat  hi s st at ement s about  Judge Dwyer  wer e t r ue or  

wer e gr ounded i n an obj ect i vel y r easonabl e f act ual  basi s.  

¶39 We t ur n t o t he appr opr i at e sanct i on f or  At t or ney 

Ri or dan' s mi sconduct .   We agr ee t hat  a publ i c r epr i mand i s 

appr opr i at e and suppor t ed by pr i or  pr ecedent .   Ref er ee Har r i s 

Tayl or  consi der ed t he r el evant  f act or s and f ound t he most  

s i gni f i cant  aggr avat i ng f act or  t o be t hat  At t or ney Ri or dan' s 

comment s wer e at  l east  par t l y i n r et al i at i on f or  Judge Dwyer ' s 

adver se deci s i on i n r esponse t o ef f or t s by At t or ney Ri or dan and 

hi s wi f e t o obt ai n a s i gni f i cant  f i nanci al  advant age over  a 

vul ner abl e per son' s est at e.   However ,  i n mi t i gat i on,  t he r ef er ee 

not ed t hat  At t or ney Ri or dan has no pr i or  di sci pl i ne,  and " t her e 

i s no doubt  t hat  t he Ri or dans l oved [ A. C. ]  and consi der ed hi m a 

member  of  t hei r  f ami l y. "    

¶40 The r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  have not  been shown t o 

be cl ear l y er r oneous,  and we adopt  t hem.   We agr ee wi t h t he 

r ef er ee' s concl usi ons of  l aw,  and we agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s 

r ecommendat i on t hat  At t or ney Ri or dan r ecei ve a publ i c r epr i mand.   

Fi nal l y,  we agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on t hat  
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At t or ney Ri or dan be r equi r ed t o pay t he cost s of  t hi s 

pr oceedi ng.  

¶41 I T I S ORDERED t hat  Ti mot hy J.  Ri or dan i s publ i c l y 

r epr i manded f or  hi s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct . 6   

¶42 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der ,  Ti mot hy J.  Ri or dan shal l  pay t o t he Of f i ce of  

Lawyer  Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.    

¶43 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  t he di r ect or  of  t he Of f i ce 

of  Lawyer  Regul at i on shal l  advi se t he cour t  i f  t her e has not  

been f ul l  compl i ance wi t h al l  condi t i ons of  t hi s or der .  

 

                                                 
6 At t or ney Ri or dan i s r emi nded t hat  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce 

l aw r emai ns admi ni st r at i vel y suspended.   Bef or e At t or ney Ri or dan 
may pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n,  he must  pr ovi de evi dence t o t hi s 
cour t  t hat  he has sat i sf i ed hi s obl i gat i ons r el at i ng t o t r ust  
account  cer t i f i cat i on and bar  dues,  assessment s and f ees,  or  
demonst r at ed t hat  he has obt ai ned a wai ver  f r om t he St at e Bar  of  
Wi sconsi n.   See SCR 22. 28( 1) .  
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